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TfF 5 3BT s B 290 v P 2 TR FR) AR K S 20 A L5 A R BLEE
I B T AT S8R Al O S DL g8 B 2R R A
TEF I TS

1 MRERITL

1.1 #7#
1.1 #&: A 2012 45 5 J K @ 5 8 f AL
B (E:82.109732°; N:43.741865°; H: 1144 m; 4f
B 7K 0262 mm) , TSR AE G 28 2 R B AE 5T B L TR
PRI I 53 % 5 Sk B BT B (Ferula sinkiangensis K.
M. Shen) K1 -2 F3 -4 KT 5 FAEKM
MIFAEHT (5 -8 4F) A Jefe 25 BT RAE S84
SEHERE AR A [ AF 03 IR R AR 8 — bk 5 3% [ AR B 1 22—
(i) iy ] S 56 55, T 4°C UK A AR 48 h Y SE R
AR TTR ) 43 S Ab R
11,2 338 QO 2 i (&) 15 9% 35 & %k
30 g/L, % 30 min, Ui, % 4508 20 o/L, 6 — &4
3o/l MR 1.5 /L, B fig 12 g/L, pH AR @
PDA B 773 ' < 75 2l 4 166 1 I, 25 94 51 % 60°C 2=
AN 0. 1% 1 8% 55 2%, DL il 40 b FH ik 2 vl 11 42
s 70 A A PR B, AN NS 2% . @ Nz 4
BB R OIR S o, M HE 10 g, IR — AP0 1 g, B
R4 (MgSO, = 7H,0) 0.5 g, Bifig 20 g,1/3000 7 i
L LLH M 100 mL, 251 7K 1000 mL, &7 % 0. 1 go
1.2 SMEMRR SR E S 8 89 iF I

53 59 B BT g BT AR AR AN ) A C B, R, R
) AL, VIR 1.5 em 1/ B T5% T R T T
1 minJ&, S5 3% RE B AN 3 75 1 18] 20 550 4 3.5
831012 F1 15 min, &% J5 IC WK PEE S UG W T /K &
o e —IRVEE I JE B K, B & (100 wWL) T4
BRI R
1.3 BEREHGFIE

¥ ERE W B AE S, V0.5 cm x0.5 em
AN, 3 0 4 Bl B PDA A2 BR Ry 97 R0 0 dr 40 Ky

FREE L BN R IR ML M S -7 o, M SR A A
i 12 A, WL 52 357 8 5] 0 PN 2 01T 119 20 B 1% O
1.4 REEFEMSE 4 RER

AN [R] 41 473 37 G5 50 80 1) R < 25 I, 42 A 1)
BAEHEHEE VK05 em x0.5 em /N, EHESE
Tk %5 I 5L IR 3 5 B E BT 90 B AR PN 2R B B I
AR IRAL B AR VE T M R IR B I 5 -7 H,
BEANFESD 3 L, 349 DUSR i — YK 85 BT FH O K IR AT
R, BT 25C & PGS R .

53 e I 5% P AR B0 AR KO DL A ORI
GAW LKW R, PRIUR 2 RN S E N
PDA 85775 b 3B g alifh , 2l 40 10 11 R 55 N R 25 4 27
F I PDA B 7236 rh o B 4tk it oy 2B BUEE 0 5 4
— 5> e N A7 800 wL PDA Kr 37 13K ¥ A7 4
AR R 22 K B 7R R AR T, BT 4°C kA R
J 5 5y — o W) [R] R SR B ON TR R 1 F 800 pL
10% H i P VRAF A5 T, — 80°C UKAR LR 7 -

L5 HBEEHROFESESFMEMNITS XEFELETE

TET§ 183 Bn 1 W% 5% KOH %, HR
RN IR VR TR A B e M, R R B
T b DR AR T R 2 A 10 v A4 T R 3
s A AR T WS I A T A 7 A 4 R R B
2GRS o WL TS T A SRR AR X 2 B 3R AS 1 AR
BT ST

R H] CTAB % 2 B P 45 9 28 20 1 1 2% 3 41
DNA, JF1E A B4, LLa@ A 51 4 ITS1 (5--TCCGTA
GGTGAACCTGCGG3") F1 ITS4 (5°-TCCTCCGCTT
ATTGATATGC3") X B MR AT ITS [X 391

PCR Jx W & % (25 pL 44 %) : PCR mix
12.5 wL,ITSI 1 ITS4 % 0.5 wL, B4 DNA 2 pl,
WA IKAN L 25 who (2) PCR W 414 :95°C 3 min,
94°C 1 min, 53%C 30 s,72°C 1 min, 32 M F I, 72C
7 min. (3) PCR P2y (£ W - ) 1% (%) 358 )0 B vk Jie
T 1 x TAE syk 22 phyii b Bk, BFEE A 3 pl,
120 VLYK 20 - 30 min. 75 E 1% 5 G h W2
UK I

T3k 7 41 b 4 A AR R (A 30) 5 R+
W7, AT GenBank #4 %, A Blast % & I [\ U5
J7 A 38 5 R S B AT I AT AIES % £
J7 56 LA Clustal X 2.0 At 7] 95 1 BE 4 I DT PE HE
J¥ i 1 MEGA 4 ¥ % 48 # (Neighboroining, NJ) #,
SEETFH LG BEAT R G0 8 40 T WA 77 i B Ak 3t

hui

|
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1.6 ZHitoMhAE

K 27 B R4y B 45 % Shannon-Wiener £ £ 1
T B Margalef = & B2 95 205% 73 A 8 ki Bl 20 4 78
BIR) 20 AT~ 22 FE A A i 4 1

43 2 % (Isolation rate, IR) ¥§ 2 25 2 ) 3 —$8 52
YA AR LR ) B AR B0 (4 R 2 G B
H o, T s A 2 o A BB E R
A H A2 2 BAZ G 1) R AR

4 B % (Isolation frequency, IF) & 48 7 &5 5]
PR — 45 e S B A AR L TR R R AR B R o s A R
TR P PR EICRE 10 20 3, T ER ORI ) W 400 45 BT A

% ] Shannon-Wiener 5% (H’ = - ¥ (PiLnPi)
AT A AE LT I R 2 PR, PO ER 1 RN AR R
PO BRT Bk By 4 S P AR LB TR R R o B0 R
Margalef 5% (R = (S - 1) /Log2 (N) , R,th:S A ¥y
FEC N AR R B0 RS .

WA R AR A0 E =H /Lo (S) k14, 50
B :H’ & Shannon-Wiener 35834, S AW %, FH T4
AT VR B 23 AT ) B SR B

HEH Sorenson R H vt SLAHALVE 45 40, BV Cg =25/
(a+b), 2o Ky AR AT LA Pl Bl Jg 4 2 S —
AN AR BT I Rh a8 G b A S A
AR T R M B S AR 48 BT T R A
ANTR] A F A AR B A SIS A ) A B

2 iR

2.1 HENMBRANEEESEAHZE

AN TR 1R 3 15 1 IR 5 b0 5 SR 1 Py 2 B 1R AE B
RAE R AFAE 2 50 o TS0 N 75 22 Bk s Fe b 40
7330 39 Kk N AR SU R, 7E o N by 240 85 3R FE gy 2 3
13 Bk N AR BL1 , 76 PDA A 4 125 21 4 Bk N A2 TL R .
R 48 7 A5 RFAE S 30 1405 E EAT 5 2ROk B, 22 Bk
FEAE 3 PR SR A E M E R WM R 2, RIE S
T BRI B N AR BT 1K 43 B85 o 0y 40 Ry IR Ik o Ay
[ B BB SR T 22 Bk 8 9% 3 (H IR AR 5 2 Bk 1 9 0t
A3 B B [ 1 B B PDA B IR AR N AR B 4 B A
LR N Ol S A L s R
o H B TR K B A K TE B L %%, PDA 8% 5 JE
T K AR U 5 3L 5 MR o IR 20 K5 97 5L A Bk o
FREE, e PDA 85 95 SLBOE & W A2 SR I 2lifk

22 75% FIWRE T 55 1 min, 528 3% (11X SR B4
THTE S -8 min, T IA B4 T W B 190 5 T 15 0 )

K GG Gy A8 5 AR BEAMRE AR A AR TR 5 52 N 2E T 4y
BHUR o R T R B A ) B T VR 2 TS5 % O
KW 1 min J5, #F1 3% CRIR WIS 5 5 - 8 min,
BT AR IR AR B a1 PDA RS R Ak alifk .
2.2 HENBNEEENEKRS BREAR

T 473 Yo g b 2R AL 2R 1) 20 2 b 3t 4y 1
H A AR FLBE 140 B e S m A 18 Mg (R 1) o I
th, DLEN 53 JAe 3 B N R3S e B AN SR B0 1R, 40 ) 67 %
H19. 3% , Hl T VA7 44 #5181 2N 2K LR 20 oy 13, 7%
ME R 53 2 B DA R B8 B H b A 35 o B AR R
47.1% , JE W H (19.2%) FA E R H (18.6%) IRZ .
MBI > 2 CLHEE R (25. 7% ) AR 30 R 4% 18
JIE TR A 7 SR RE R AR 5 TR BRI 2 3 )y TR PR R
0 16.4% \15.7% F1 15% o {£J& (1 5y 2K b, Je H 5
iR~ BE R AR R B O U TR 2 o) oy R AR
FE 25. 7% 16. 4% F115. 7%
2.3 HEMNBANEERNZHEESH
2.3.1 ARFEHHEBEMNRNEERTNZHEED
AN [R) AF 3 ) 8 98 ] 203 P9 A TR 0 1 AR AT AE AR
K25 LA =2 48 A2 37 g B BRI 46 48 4 7 5 Bl 20
Hh P AR TR I A B R B o Ik B 37, 14%
H132.14% o [F]I, 3X 4 AN [6) 4F 4 ¥ 58 55 ] 2
B T 20 B iR TR JE A & A TR T e R B
P A AR R 2R 0 A A 5 AR e = 2 A AR
B Bk 0 A R R JE O 0 AR A 4l o R T
PRECRE0 8.57% M 7. 14% ;3 — 4 4F /& 37 48 bl B h
JoL A 2 A UL R o R R AR B ) 15, 71% 5 K
BRI EEEE Y T R 5 p I R S K e 2 |
BE, 305 RUE R BRI 1. 43% ; TT A8 45 4 5 5% B
v R JE FIVRE R A8 S 0 R 40 il o R B P
R 12.86% F1 10.00% o AN, B T 40 % BE
AN TR AF- 4y 1 B g B B & AT LR AT I A A BT A
J& s 1 =2 AT 5E T B 4 ) Eucasphaeria capensis
strain (3. 57% ) ¥ )& (0.71% ) ;3 — 4 4F 4 58
B B rp ()58 g (0. 71% ) 5 I 4 46 47 3 5 Ff 30 o
Kt 2 J& (0.71%) « Leptosphaeria trifolii (0.71% ) -
IEF %8 (0. 71%) 4% ) (0.71%) (K 1) .

AN TR) Ay 1) 7 48 B] 20 G 22 4 1 45 Bl A A I
1 =2 45 AR s B B rp 3k 4 B P AR BB 52 Bk, SR
J&T 9 ANJE 3 -4 A g B B b o B AR R
28 RET T ANE KT S A s B B o 5
AR L1 BR SEJE T 4 A& JF A6 4 4y B 8 ]
Bhosh N AEREAS KRBT 11 AE. N
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Shannon-Wiener Z FEVEFR B (H™) K&, 1 -2 L8
S5 B P i s A 1125 A Margalef =5 FE 8 8 (R)
KA TT A 03 sl B B w AR Bl m, b
140 NS FEARBORF > 1 -2 S A0 a8 ) 20 i 2y

ASYBEFR B o IR AR X IR AR P, KT S AR
B 5 BT B (1Y) 34 B AKX, Shannon-Wiener £ FF 1 45 i
Margalef =F & B 45 #0 & ¥4 5) BE 45 804y i 4 0. 30,
0.42 #10.22(%2)

Rl FRELARAEERHEBEMRALEETDFNERRSBMER

Table 1. Composition and isolation frequency (% ) of endophytic fungi in different tissues and years from

Ferula sinkiangensis K. M. Shen

taxon 1 -2 years 3 -4 years >5 years flowering leaf root stem
Alternaria 5.00 / 1.43 10. 00 12. 86 / 3.57
Phoma 2. 14 0.71 2.86 / 5.71 / /
Phyllosticta / / 2.86 12. 86 9.29 / 6.43
Fusarium 8.57 0.71 0.71 0.71 1.43 8.57 0.71
Cladosporium 0.71 / / / 0.71 / /
Ascochyta 0. 00 0.71 / / 0.71 / /
Aspergillus / / / 0.71 0.71 / /
Pleosporales / / 1.43 / / 1.43
Leptosphaeria irifolii / / / 0.71 / / 0.71
Eucasphaeria capensis 3.57 / / / / 3.57 /
Penicillium 2.14 3.57 / 0.71 / 6.43 /
Cylindrocarpon 4.29 / / / / 4.29 /
Graphium / 0.71 / / / 0.71 /
Cadophora / / / 0.71 / 0.71 /
Eupenicillium / / / 0.71 / 0.71 /
Aureobasidium 7.14 15.71 / 2.86 / 25.71 /
Exophiala / / / 0.71 / 0.71 /
unclassified 3.57 0.71 / / / 4.29 /
Total 37. 14 22.86 7.86 32. 14 31.43 55.71 12. 86
Note “/” indicates unseparated
K2 FEMNBASERHENSHEEY WAL JE  IE T 52 m A A R A AR B g B A
Table 2. The diversity of endophytic fungi 4385 3k s Leprosphaeria trifolii W) W 7E 37 55 P B 25

sample No. of strains genus H’ R E ﬁj\% Hj 5'% <% 1 ) .
leaf 44 7 0.81 0. 84 0.42 N o w B
stem 18 5 0.43  0.56  0.27 MNZ TR BOR G B @b B A W4 9 2
root 78 10 .27 1.26  0.55 FEME B 77 78 25 5, {H & R [ 41 41 Shannon-Wiener
1-2 years 52 9 .12 112 0.51 ) N N .
3 -4 years 32 7 0.59 0.84 0.30 ?ﬁ—ﬁ?’aﬁiﬁ(H’) \Mdrgd1€f$%’§?§ﬁ(ﬂ) %Dﬁj/}j
> years 11 s 0x 0w ox BRSO A S B S o AT BT B o
flowering 45 11 0.90 1.40 0.38

2.3.2 HMEMBRARELSTRNEERRFNZ#
5 43 4 E BT 5 B AN [ 4 b P AR TR 1 A
B T 5 T BT B AR T P A T B T 2 8 A e e A
F 55.71% ; W 125 vp 4y 25 2 (6 4 A2 201 43 1
BB 31.43% F1 12. 86% o MLk, 35 98 i AR A [
PPN AERFEOM MM ERKER. B
S5 o] 8 e e DL A AR O U A R T R
12. 86 % ; 1 55k B B AR o 40 4 2 O 0 4 B RE S R
PR 0 25. 71 % 5 3 5 B B 25 o ) DL 55055 g
AR B, o SRR BN 6. 43% o BR AT B T BE AN
AL B Bl ERCAR 23 B AR ARG, (1 R AR [ — A 2L 4y
Bk, R T B A . W, B R L
ot R A A LT B e B b 2y B ke R

Iy IR T8 MR AL E, v R T 10 AN E s LI
A LB IR =T 2 R AR A O s 2 il 1.2741.26
H10. 55 57 5B 20 25 b AL 2 B9 Mok 18 R AR
W@ T 5 A8, HoS T2 R R bR AR
Shannon-Wiener % £ ' 35 % - Margalef £ & J& 8 0 J¢
WA EFeH00y M A 0. 43.0.56 F10.27 (£ 2) .

2.4 FHEMRNEEREEERMBELIED
241 ARIEHFHEBENRANEERRFAHELY
53 M7 S RF LU AN [F) A5 473 8 sk ) B ep P A TR R () A
WAPER BRI 1 -2 4 H 3 -4 FEE T sRBT B D A
AR 0T R RE A DL PE R B K A F) 063, LR K AR
43 1) AR ABLPE 2R 34 /N T 0. 50, 3X U B A [7] 42 44 7 5
o 250 1) P A4 R T R AR LD A AN s A E 0 1) B
BoT 0 P A BT % R R (R 3) .
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I HEMNBRAEEREFEBERE(Cs) IHE
Table 3. The Sorensen coefficient (Cs) of endophytic fungi

from Ferula sinkiangensis K. M. Shen

year 1 -2 years 3 -4 years >5 years flowering
1 -2 years — 0.63 0. 46 0. 40

3 -4 years — 0.36 0.33

>5 years — 0.27
flowering —

2.4.2 HEMBRAEARPAEETERFAOEM
1 53 A VT SN R 2 2 58 B B eh Py A TR TR Y
FHACUPE 28 B4 R - B 58 ] 2 vt L5 07 58 o] 2 25 o (0 A
LR R R w5 3 2 0. 50, 5 5 B &R - 5 0 g8 B 21
AR BT 85 Bl 2 AR L5 T gt Bl B = 1) AR BL TR R K A
0. 1 Je Ay, 2 W 8t Bl 20 AN () 41 23 b 1A A4 0 T T
F10 A ABL AP i A1 S 558 e B AN ) 20 24 b 10 9 A IR TR A%
AT (£ 4)

x4 MBMRIARARATALEEFHFEMERE

Table 4. The Sorensen coefficient (Cs) among different tissues

tissue leaf root stem

leaf — 0.12 0.50

root — 0.13

stem -
3 e

3.1 HEMBALEESSSGNRE

A2 B £ 4 T 9 AR AR TR R4 % AR T 2 40
A FF RIS 2 ) 5 T 2 T VY 55 00 7 v e R P 2
BT 104 B C0E o FR T R T v e A E R,
BT 4 B R, TR KT S A R TR R
TSR B % 2. VR ALAR R O 2 5
VL T 9 I B AN RO B AR B, AT T R 2 b
S THT VY 75 20 4 % Be AR 56, A T 32 5 43 15 9 9 T B
P B B I R RS A Ay R
oo 1 7 IR 1) 45, A H: B 08 75 R 45 S N 2 B 10 AR
R A% R A0 36 THD 2180 5 30 B B A 11 40 3 280

0B 37 1 R 05 T A WFSCIR T R T M
FH T P9 26 BL I 40 B9 10 PDA B3 2 3L M & — ik
() o 7 2T B FR L A0 A X P A B AR K L
ARGy TR b, B TR T R K R
PR R A kB R B4 R R, Rk R
JEAE 3 R SR A SR R A IR 2, &S
FEBTEL N E LB 4 B . BRI TR N TR
Vo U 4 PR — e FR AT IR K B G i 7R S AN ML b

Hapr " HEERKE R LB TE RS,
P AR B A K TR R VB TR A A R X R 22
MK B8, KR SE R TR K, R
WA Sz s A 45 A [ Rk 2 1) PR R ) O 2 L T 25 22
SEAS B G 4l Ak I AR M VI A A BREOR [ 2, 5
i R e R E A ki Y.

P 2B 0 T A P T AL 4
WAEELE —RE) AR TE T & AR T (R KGR
B, 1 -2 KT E K 2 R P 2 L Al
T PRk A S R Al P 2 T e R
)7 55 5L VR N T 1% 10 5 2% LA 1 40 i e 2k
K, 35 B T I R Al AL R
3.2 HEMRALEBENS ST

AHIF 5 AN T 588 T B o 4 35 1 140 Bk P9 AR 2L
Gy A 18 AN (9 J 7 — SE R EE B RN T SR A
o AR LTI 2 REE o RN 7E R R AR 4 R ) 4
SUrh % 8 ELTH (0 40 A JE R E —, 25 5 LU W i 5
TR N B R R AR R AU
o, AT ST B 2y B R N R R R S
Pkt B 220 kP 3L R 2K b I b, X 5 4 R
i TS AL IR A R Y &
W P A OB AR BRI T AR T e R R S
T 7E I RO 28 o 4 B A /b, 28 43 7 W ik 5 A T 1
HEL A0 T ALk M 35K, A 5 R 55 R R A S R B A %, [
A [5) B 4038 2% P9 35 B 085 08 At T AR ) 1A 2 T KB I
INCZV

SRRE LR B S B 8 0, AL P9 21 2
SRR BB 2 3 T o R AR R S 50 1 4 R
3T » 5T S 6T B P 2 B 1 B SRR S B O R 47 U
LA 49001 1 — 2 4R A A FEAEAE G 100 357 98 BT B o 4> B
H TP R B SR B 7R OK TS A 2R 1 T SR B
AR T R4 3t P R B A . X R 25 OF 5 3 S T B
245 FE 9 A7 ) B0 e JEL A 2% 1 P AR 4 B T 9
B A K A R K R e B 2 B R A
A 70 9 TR T B R B A K AR A B L
HR W ST A 4
3.3 RBE

W 2B B TEVF 2 R R T R KR
AR A T R P AT DU R A B ) T
LR R BT A 3 g g T RS L
ok P 2L B b 24 PR R v 2 R 1 R AT
ROy T i B okt 2 PR A R DT O R 5 AR
PR 10 2 S AT T (N A



BN

B e BT B P A LR R 2 AL /AR A R (2014) 54 (8)

941

B R BT B R o B R R R R A AR RN
R U AL BT S P B E KR B N A R
i SEE 2B AT ST B R AR P A T L ] B A
A B R ELAE S 3K 0 N %8 7 0 B 5 i o
T S BT L 18D W A 1) IR A R
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Diversity of endophytic fungi associated with Ferula
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Abstract: [Objective] We studied the diversity of endophytic fungi associated with Ferula sinkiangensis K. M. Shen.
[Method] Endophytic fungi from different years (12 years, 34 years and >35 years) and different parts (root, stemand
leaf) of Ferula sinkiangensis K. M. Shen were isolated by tissue expand method. Strains were classified by morphology and
similarity of internal transcribed spacer (ITS) sequence by Clustal X method. Composition, diversity and preference of
endophytic fungal community were analyzed by the isolation rate (IR), isolation frequency (IF), Shannon-Wiener
biodiversity index (H’) , Margalef Richness index (R). [Results] In total 140 endophytic fungi were isolated from F.
sinkiangensis K. M. Shen and classified into 18 genera. Among the 140 isolates, Aureobasidium (25.7% ) , Alternaria
(16.4% ) and Phyllosticta (15.7% ) were the dominant genera. The isolation results show that there were some notable
differences between distribution and composition of the endophytic fungi isolated from different years and different parts of
Ferula sinkiangensis K. M. Shen. Meanwhile, a certain degree of years and tissue preference were also obvious.
[Conclusion] The results obtained in this study will be helpful to exploit the endophytic fungal resources of Ferula
sinkiangensis K. M. Shen, which can also provide a new way for the realization of the artificial breeding of Ferula
sinkiangensis K. M. Shen.
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